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THE LAW GUARANTEE AND TRUST 
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FULLY SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL - -  £2,000,000 
PAID-UPANDONCALL - - - = £200,000 
RESERVES - - - - - = = £180,000 


FIDELITY GUARANTEES OF ALL KINDS. ADMINISTRATION AND LUNACY 
Bonds, MORTGAGE, DEBENTURE, LICENSE, AND CONTINGENCY 
INSURANCE. TRUSTEESHIPS FOR DEBENTURE-HOLDERS, &C. 


HEAD OFFICE: 49, Chancery-lane, W.C. | CITY OFFICE: 56, Moorgate-street, B.C. 
IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS x 


X In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of 
LICENSED PROPERTY 


To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LO88 OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licenssd Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low fates. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 


ESTABLISHED 1836 
10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 
Me. Srvart Cunnincuam Macaskrg, K.C., has been appointed 
Recorder of Sheffield, in the place of his Honour Judge Wanpy, 
K.C., resigned. 





Tue Acr which was passed in July last to suppress the piracy 
of copyright music, which had become a public scandal, came 
into operation last week, and already there have been a large 
number of applications to magistrates for orders authorizing the 
destruction of pirated copies. At first the applicants in many 
cases seemed to be somewhat uncertain as to the evidence 
expected from them; and in particular they expected the 
magistrates to accept their mere statement on oath as 
evidence that the music in question was copyright. They 
have already, however, begun to understand that the copy- 
right must be proved as the law directs before they can 
claim the protection afforded them by the Act. By section 11 
of the Copyright Act, 1842, this is done by the production of 
a copy, certified under the hand of the officer in charge of the 
book of registry kept at Stationers’ Hall, and impressed with 
the stamp of the Stationers’ Company, of the entries in such 
book relating to the piece of music in question. A istrate 
has no right to dispense with this legal method of proof; and 
strict proof is all the more necessary because the persons 
adversely affected by these orders are seldom present or 
represented before the court. Owners of copyright have also 
mistaken their position in another way. The Act provides that 
if any person is selling any pirated music, all copies may be 
seized by a constable without warrant, on the request in writing 
of the apparent owner of the copyright. In some of the earliest 
cases it appeared that constables had seized copies on a merely 
verbal request, which is not authorized. It has been suggested 
by one of the metropolitan police magistrates that it would have 
been a great improvement if the Act had provided that every 
copy of music should bear an imprint of the publisher's name. 
If it had also been provided that the absence of such imprint 
should, for the purposes of the Act, be presumptive evidence of 
piracy, the procedure might be much simplified. However, the 
Act seems to be bringing about the desired result ; aad probably 
| after a very few weeks it will have fulfilled its object and will 
seldom be heard of again. The unscrupulous persons who have 
| fraudulently flooded the streets with this pirated music will, no 
doubt, find out that only loss can come from the course they have 
| been pursuicg. 





| A werrer which we print elsewhere shews that the Legisla- 

ture have produced by the Land Transfer Acts of 1875 and 

| 1897 the remarkable result that a purchaser of land may be 

| debarred from getting in the legal estate. As we all know, 

section 20 of the Act of 1897 — that after registration 

| has become compulsory in any district, a person is not, under 
50 
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any conveyance on sale, to acquire the legal estate in any free- 
hold land until he is registered as proprietor. But to discover who 
may be regi as proprietor we must have recourse to sections 
5 and 68 of the Act of 1875. Section 5 relates to persons who 
are entitled for their own benefit, and section 68 deals with the 
case of trustees. Under the latter section any trustee having a 
power of selling land may apply to be registered as proprietor 
with the consent of the persons (if any) whose consent is required to 
the exercise of the power of sale. But for a case where trustees 
have not a power to sell, either withor withoutconsent, no provision 
seems to be made. In the case referred to by our correspondent, 
charity trustees have purchased land situated within the area 
of compulsory registration, and have attempted to comply with 
the requirements of the Legislature, and to get in the 
legal estate by registering their title. But having regard to 
section 29 of the Charitable Trusts Act, 1855, it seems to be 
doubtful whether they can be registered at all. That section 
provides that it shall not be lawful for the trustees of a charity 
to sell otherwise than subject to one of the sanctions therein 
specified, including the approval of the Charity Commissioners. 
At the Land Registry the trustees are told that this gives them 
a power of sale with the consent of the commissioners, and that 
on their applying for registration with such consent they can 
be registered. The commissioners, on the other hand, appear 
to contend that their powers under section 29 are limited to 
giving approval to sales in particular cases as they arise upon 
application being made to them, and that they are not simply 

to consent to sales as in an ordinary case of a power of 
sale with consent. The ground upon which the commissioners 
take this line is, perhaps, not very clear, and the case is 
certainly very close to a power of sale with consent. But 
meanwhile the trustees are in the unfortunate position of not 
being able to get in the legal estate in the land which they have 
bought. 





PrRopaBLY EVERY revising barrister who has just finished his 
task for the year, and has had to revise the lista in rural 
districts, has had to deal with lists in small parishes which 
have been very badly prepared by the overseers. This is not in 
the least to be wondered at by those who know the facts. In 
some small places it is a matter of difficulty to get anyone to per- 
form the duties of overseer, and they are often undertaken with 
reluctance by some small farmer, or even working man, whose 
education has been of a rudimentary nature, and whose occupa- 
tion in no way tends to foster any latent literary ability which he 
may possess. To such a man come by post, from the clerk to 
the county council, certain “precepts.” These precepts pro- 
fess to give him full directions as to the manner in which he is 
to prepare his lists and as to his other registration duties. The 

have been issued by the Privy Council under authority 
of Parliament, and undoubtedly they do contain most full and 
accurate directions to the overseers. But what use is that if 
the overseer cannot understand them? They contain a complete 
digest of i ion law, and to the man referred to it 
would be as useful to supply him with copies 
of the Acts of Parliament, some thirty or so in number, which 
are digested in these precepts. In fact, the half-educated man 
who is alone available for the duties of overseer in hundreds 
of small parishes is utterly unable to comprehend these 
documents, and is appalled by their bulk. They are, however, 
excellently drawn; and a man of education and affairs, or a 
business man, will have no difficulty in grasping their main 
features, if he takes the trouble to do so. But there ought to 
be a set of easy and simple rules for the other man, if he is to 
continue to act. It w be by no means difficult to prepare 
such rules, ining to the overseer in the simplest language 
what he has todo. Even then, no doubt, many mistakes would 
be made, but a vast amount of trouble would be saved. The 
Privy Council might well take advantage of their powers to 
prepare and issue such rules. They should not be in substitution 
for the existing precepts, but supplementary to them. 





A rassacz in Lord Macwacurzn’s judgment in Keighley, 
Mazted, & Co.v. Durant (1901, A. ©., at p. 248) is a diverting 


Referring to Bird v. Brown (4 Ex. 786), which was decided in 
1850, he says: ‘‘The case is instructive, I think, and useful, 
because it tends to shake one’s confidence in the infallibility of 
reports, which always seem to carry the more weight the less 
——— there is of testing their accuracy. Why should an 
obscure report be taken for gospel merely because it is old ? 
Bird v. Brown was heard before four judges. Only one judgment 
was given. The Exchequer Reports attribute the judgment to 
Rotrz, B. The Zaw Journal ascribes it to Parks, S The 
Jurist puts is in the mouth of Pottocx, 0.B. No one gives it to 
the fourth judge; but then there were only three sets of reports 
currentatthetime. The WeExLy Reporter did not begintill later.” 
This is certainly quaint; but as vol. 4 of the Exchequer Reports 
was the work of reporters of whom two—Messrs. Wztspy and 
HuristonE—were exceptionally careful and skilful, and as the 
report of the judgment stated to be delivered by Rotrs, B., 
would probably be revised by him, we do not think that Lord 
MacnaGHTen need have felt much hesitation in attributing the 
delivery of the judgment to him. But his lordship’s remarks 
contain a useful warning to reporters of the present day. There 
is a suspicion that occasionally a learned reporter, who 
thinks that his judge has not sufficiently developed or supported 
one of the propositions contained in his judgment, takes it 
upon himself to supply the omission. We believe that, some 
years ago, this was not uncommon, and that the reporter’s 
— Hg gs by the learned judge, who must have 
ena good deal surprised with the admirable logic and com- 
leteness of his judgments. But it needs a lawyer of great 
owledge and ability to do this safely, and even if these 
qualities are present, the reporter is apt to make an occasional 
slip which will sooner or later be found out. This is what has 
happened with regard to the judgment in Bird v. Brown. A 
passage upon which the Oourt of Appeal had relied “‘ reads,” 
says Lord Macnacuren, ‘like an irrelevant gloss which has 
crept into the text. I think there must be some mistake some- 
where, and it is a consolation to one who is greatly puzzled 
with the passage to find that it does not occur in the report of 
the case in the Law Journal.” 





A Doas’ Regulation Bill to ‘‘ consolidate and amend certain 
enactments relating to, dogs” was introduced by Mr. Hanzury, 
the President of the Board of Agriculture, just before the 
adjournment of the House of Commons for the Autumn 
Session and will probably be proceeded with during such 
session. The main proposal is that county or borough councils 
may make bye-laws for ‘‘ prescribing the wearing by dogs, 
while in a highway or place of public resort, of a collar with the 
name and address of the owner inscribed on the collar or 
on a plate or badge attached thereto, provided that by such 
bye-law any dogs or class of dogs may be, either 
absolutely or conditionally, exempted from the operation 
thereof.” This is probably a wise provision, but what we 
wish to observe upon is a matter of form. The Diseases of 
Animals Act, 1894, by section 22, empowers the Board of Agricul- 
ture to make muzzling orders ; the Cruelty to Animals Act, 1854, 
by section 2, prohibits the use of dogs for drawing carriages, 
and two Customs and Inland Revenue Acts (of 1878 and 1879) 
regulate the dog tax. None of these Acts are dealt with in the 
Bill, which even leaves one of the sections (section 2) of the Dogs 
Act, 1871, —— The only Acts marked down for entire 
repeal are the Dogs Acts of 1862, 1863, and 1865, which 
reverse the law of Coz v. Burbidge (13 OC. N. 8. 430) in making 
the owner liable for injury to sheep by dogs without a scienter. 
Why should not Mr. pr the consolidate all the Dogs Acts in 
one little Bill? There are only ten enactmente to be dealt with, 
and the subject of consolidation has been before the Board of 
Agriculture since 1894, when Mr. Garpwezr, the then president, 
in introducing a Dogs Consolidation and Amendment Bill, stated 
(see Chitty’s Statutes, Dogs, p. 6, note (x)) that the Govern- 
ment had thought it necessary to bring the Bill forward, ‘ not 
on account of any serious increase of rabies, but because of 
such an increase during the last two or three years as to lead to 
some anxiety.” 


Tue uxcent case of Re Smith, Smith v. Lewis (ante, p. 650) 








commentary on the fallibility of law reporters in the past. 


raised a point as to the holding of shares in a company by 
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trustees similar to that which was discussed by the Court of 
Appeal a year ago in Re Wew’s Settlement (1901, 2 Ch. 534), 
It seems clear that where trustees of a will desire to realize 
their testator’s business by turning it into a limited company, 
the court has no jurisdiction to sanction the acceptance of the 
purchase-money by the trustees in the form of shares. Although 
apparently this has occasionally been done, yet it has not been 
in the regular exercise of the powers of the court, and 
applications for this purpose have been in two reported 
cases refused (Re Crawshay, 33 Soxicrrors’ JournaL, 126; 
Re Morrison, 49 W. R. 441; 1901, 1.Ch. 701). But 
the case is different where property left by the testator is 
already in the form of shares, and a change subsequently takes 
place in the constitution of the company in consequence of which 
the shares are exchanged for others which are only technically 
different. In Re New’s Settlement the trust estate was already 
invested in shares ina company, and upon the reconstruction of 
the company these were exchanged for other shares and for 
debentures. The question was whether the court could authorize 
the trustees to hold the substituted securities, and the Court of 
Appeal, overruling Cozens-Harpy, J., who considered that he 
had no jurisdiction to sanction such an arrangement, held that it 
could. This was justified by Romer, L.J., upon the ground that, 
in the management of such an estate, the court had jurisdiction 
to sanction the adoption by the trustees of a course rendered 
necessary in the interest of the beneficiaries by ial circum- 
stances for which the settlor had not provided. In the present 
case of Re Smith the circumstances were very similar. The 
testator’s estate consisted partly of ordinary shares in a 
limited company. The investment clause in the will authorized 
investment in preference shares of any company at the time of 
investment paying a dividend on its ordinary shares. Under a 
scheme of reconstruction the company was voluntarily wound 
up and anew company formed. For each share in the old com- 
pany there was allotted one fully-paid ordinary and one fully- 
paid preference share of the same value in the new company. 
Thus instead of the 520 shares which the trustees—or rather 
the surviving trustee—had in the old company, he held 520 
ordinary and 520 preference shares in the new company, and he 
applied to the court for directions as to the retention of both 
these classes of shares. Under the circumstances the retention 
of the preference shares was authorized by the investment 
clause in the will, and with regard to the substituted ordin 

shares Buck zy, J., held that their retention was also authorized, 
upon the ground that the change in the nature of the shares 
was technical rather than real. The company had changed, but 
the shares were, for practical purposes, the same. Cases of this 
nature furnish a good illustration of the new problems which 
changing circumstances present to courts of law for solution. 





THE RECENT decision of the Court of Appeal in Re Puckett and 
Smith’s Contract (50 W. R. 532; 1902, 2 Oh. 258) is a 
illustration of the protection which the court affords to 
purchasers so as to avoid their being bound by misleading 
conditions of sale, even though the vendors may be quite 
innocent in the matter. Land had been offered for sale by 
auction, but had not been sold. It was afterwards sold 
by private treaty, subject to the conditions of sale used 
at the auction, with the exception of certain conditions which 
were struck out. The particulars of sale stated that the property 
possessed an important frontage to a certain road “with a 
valuable prospective building element.” One of the conditions 

rovided that the property was believed and was to be taken to 

correctly described, ‘‘and being open to inspection, the pur- 
chaser shall be deemed to buy with full knowledge of the actual 
quantities and condition thereof.” Any error in the particulars 
was neither to annul the sale nor to be the subject of compensa- 
tion, The printed condition relative to the property being sold 
subject to easements was struck out. The purchaser inépected 
the property before the contract, but it was not till after- 
wards that he discovered the existence of a culvert for 
the passage of water running across the property at a 
short distance from the surface. The vendors, who were 
the trustees of a former owner, knew nothing about it, and 
the purchaser was not to blame for failing to discover it on his 
first inspection, The existence of the culvert, however, spoilt 





the land for building p and the purchaser required 
that it should be diverted. The vendors relying on 
the conditions of sale. But purchasers would be in a 
hard case if all that vendors chose to put into conditions 
of sale was to be held binding. all, it is the 
duty of the vendor to give to the purchaser the Property 
which he has purported to sell, and this elementary duty he is 
not allowed to shirk. If he has sold land as building land then 
he must give land on which the purchaser can build. In 
Flight v. Booth (1 Bing. N. C., p. 377), Tumpat, O.J., laid 
down the rule that where the ee although 
not proceeding from fraud, is material, so far affects 
the subject-matter of the contract that the purchaser, 
but for the misdescription, would very probably never have 
entered into the contract, then the contract is avoided altogether. 
Under such a state of facts, the purchaser may be considered as 
not having purchased the thing which was really the subject of 
sale. In the present case the Court of A peal held that this 
principle applied to a sale of land as building land, if it was 
subject to a latent defect which in fact made it unsuitable for 
building. Hence they decided, affirming Kexewron, J., that 
the vendors had not shewn a good title in accordance with the 
contract. 








RECENT DECISIONS ON COUNTY COURT JURISDIC- 
TION AND PRACTICE. 


Tue rapid development of our county courts, in recent years, 
and the ever-increasing volume of litigation which, year by 
year, is absorbed by them, renders all decisions eres * 
jurisdiction or practice of primary importance, not only to 

legal — teal, but —* to the public at large. Buch of 
these decisions as have been given during the past twelve 
months we now propose to consider, dealing, first, with those 
affecting the jurisdiction of the county courts. With regard to 
all objections to the jurisdiction of those courts it is well to 
remember that, where the want of jurisdiction — on the 
face of the proceedings, it cannot be waived. This proposition 
was fully recognized by the Court of Appeal in the recent case 
ot <Alderton v, Palliser (49 W. R. 706; 1901, 2 K. B. 833), 
where it was held, in accordance with Farquharson v. Morgan 
(42 W. R. 306; 1894, 1 Q. B. 552), that tne requirements of 
ord. 25, r. 144, of the County Court Rules, 1889, as to the 
form of an affidavit on an application for leave to issue a judg- 
ment summons against a ps who does not dwell or carry 
on business, and is not employed within the district of the 
court in which the judgment was obtained, cannot be waived by 
the debtor. Another recent case also affecting the jurisdiction of 
the county courts with regard to judgment summonses is Zhe King 
v. Birmingham County Court Judge (1902, 2 K. B. 283), where it 
was held that a county court judge has jurisdiction to allow a 
judgment summons to issue against one of several judgment 
debtors, against whom judgment has been recovered on a joint 
and several promissory note, though a committal order, to which 
no return has been made, be still in existence and outstanding 
against another of them. This decision is not without interest, 
as it establishes the paar that, though, for some purposes, a 
committal order under the Debtors Act, 1869, is in the nature 
of an execution—being, indeed, a modification of the old writ of 
ca sa,—yet it is a new species of jurisdiction, to which, therefore, 
the analogy of the writ of fi. fa. does not apply. Moreover, this 
decision will also be specially welcome to legal practitioners in 
the county courts as ly supplying a deficiency in the existing 
county court rules, which, , do not contain any special pro- 
visions as to the issue of a judgment summons in respect of a 
judgment against joint defendants or expressly state that, under 
such circumstances, there shall be execution, in some form, 
against each defendant, though the right of the judgment 
creditor thereto would seem to be er debito justifie. The 
jurisdiction of a county court judge, with regard to costs, 
conferred upon him by section 113 of the County Courts Act, 
1888 (51 & 52 Vict. o. 43), was considered in the case of Andrew 
v. Grove (50 W. R. 524; 1902, 1 K. B. 625), it being there held 
that a county court judge has no jurisdiction to order a successful 
defendant to pay the costs of the ** No one, we think, 
will be disposed to call in question the accuracy of this decision, 
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there being really nothing in the language of the County Courts 
Act, 1888, to confer upon a county court judge such a juris- 
diction, which, it may be mentioned, was not possessed even by 
the High Court (see Dicks v. Yates, 18 Oh. D. 76, 29 W. R. Dig. 57) 
until expressly given by section 5 of the Judicature Act, 1890 
(53 & 54 Vict. c. 44). 

The jurisdiction of the county courts under special statutes, 
and also in bankruptcy, has given rise to several decisions 
calling for notice. In Field v. Longden (50 W. R. 212; 1902, 
1 K. B. 47) it was held by the Court of Appeal that, in an 
arbitration under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897 (60 & 
61 Vict. c. 37), it is a condition precedent to the jurisdiction of a 
county court judge to act as arbitrator under section 1, sub- 
section 3, of the Act that a question should have arisen bstween 
the parties as to the liability to pay compensation under the 
Act, or as to the amount or duration of such compensation, and 
that, therefore, where, from a fortnight after an accident toa 
workman his employers paid him weekly sums of the full 
amount that could be recovered under the Act—namely, 50 per 
cent. of his average weekly earnings, and promised to continue 
to do so during his incapacity, there is no subject-matter for 
arbitration under the Act, and no jurisdiction to entertain 
arbitration proceedings taken thereunder by the workman. 
““The Workmen’s Compensation Act,” said Stirune, L.J., in 
the case under consideration, ‘‘ was intended for the benefit of 
the workmen, and not for that of the legal profession, and I do 
not think we ought, unless actually compelled by the language 
used, to put such a construction upon it as to convert it into a 
perennial source of litigation and needless expense.” The case 
of The National Telephone Co. v. Tunbridge Wells Corporation (85 
L. T. 368) also concerns the jurisdiction of the county courts 
to entertain an arbitration under a special statute, and decides 
that section 4 of the Telegraph Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 76), 
which provides that any difference arising between the Post- 
master-Genera! and a local authority shall be referred to a 
county court judge as arbitrator, cannot be invoked by a 
telephone company, to whom the Postmaster-General has 
delegated his powers under the Telegraph Acts, where the sole 
cause of —— of the company against the local authority is 
that the latter has, in exercise of its absolute right to do so, 
refused to consent to certain proposed works being executed by 
the company which had bound itself by agreement with the 
local authority not to carry out without the latter’s express 
written consent. 

In Monk v. Arnold (1902, 1 K. B. 761) the jurisdiction of the 
county courts under section 7 of the Factory and Workshop 
Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 75), was under review. That 
section { which, it should be mentioned, has, together with most of 
the sections of the Act, been repealed by the Factory and Work- 
shop Act, 1901 (1 Edw. 7, c.22), which, however, contains a 
similar provision (section 14 (4)) to that comprised in the 
repealed section] in substance provides that if the owner of a 

that the occupier thereof ought to bear or con- 

tribute to the expenses incurred by the former in complying 
with the sanitary requirements prescribed by the Act, he may 
apply to the county court having jurisdiction where the factory 
is situate, ‘‘and thereupon the county court, after hearing the 
occupier, may make such order as appears to the court just and 
equitable under all the circumstances of the case.”’ In the case 
under consideration, it was held that this jurisdiction is exercis- 
able in a case where the lessor of a factory sues the lessee in the 
county court on a covenant by the latter to pay all charges and 
i which may be charged or imposed on the lessor in 
respect of the demised premises, and also seeks to recover in the 
same action the expenses incurred by the lessor in complying 
with-the sanitary requirements of the above-named statute, and 
enables the county court judge, whatever may be the legal effect 
and construction of the lessee’s covenant, to make such order 
apportioning the expense between the parties as may seem 
ay and equitable to him under all the circumstances of the case. 
this connection, it may be well to state that the whole object 

of section 7 of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1891, is merely to 
protect the employees at factories from fire, and that probably 
where the ies to an agreement of tenancy have expressly 
i in that ex incurred under the , in 
fulfilling its requirements, shall be defrayed by either the lessor 





or the lessee, as the case may be, the county court judge would 
not consider it to be ‘‘ just or equitable” for him to make any 
order under section 7 inconsistent with such agreement: per 
curtam in Monk v. Arnold (supra). 

Two decisions must now be noticed which affect the 
jurisdiction of the county court in bankruptcy. In 2 
Billing, Ex parte Oficial Receiver (86 L. T. 689), it was held 
that the jurisdiction of the county court is the same in 
summary as in ordinary bankruptcies, and that, therefore, 
where an order having been made for summary administration 
under section 121 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, the official 
receiver applied to the county court judge for an order against 
a third party to pay him a sum of money (£343), the county 
court judge could not grant the application, having no jurisdic- 
tion to do so, as the claim made did not arise out of the bankruptcy. 
In Re Richardson & Cook, Ex parte Grime (86 L. T. 690), it was 
held that the power given the bankruptcy court under the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 10 (2), to stay proceedings against a 
debtor, ought not to be exercised by the county court where the 
High Court has, with knowledge of the pending bankruptcy, 
allowed the proceedings to go on. 

With regard to appeals from the county court to the High 
Court, two cases of some importance have been decided—namely, 
Handley v. London, Edinburgh, and Glasgew Assurance Co. (1902, 
1 K. B. 350, 50 W. R. Dig., p. 43), aad Morris v. Northern 
Employers’ Mutual Indemnity Co. (50 W.R. 545; 1902, 2 K. B, 165). 
In the former case, it was held that although a party who appeals 
directly to the High Court against the judgment of a county 
court judge, on the ground of misdirection, is not entitled to be 
heard, unless he took the objection to the judge’s direction at the 
time of the trial, it is otherwise if he first applies to the county 
court judge for a new trial on the ground of misdirection, and 
then, upon being refused, appeals to the High Court, for, under 
such circumstances, the appeal will be heard on its merits though 
the ground of misdirection was for the first time mentioned in 
county court upon the application of a new trial. In the latter 
case, it was decided, by the Court of Appeal, that an appeal from 
an order of a county court judge for the payment of insurance 
moneys under section 5 of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1897, lies to the High Court by virtue of section 120 of the 
County Courts Act, 1888, which enables the High Court to enter- 
tain an appeal with regard to any ‘‘matter” with which the 
couaty court judge has dealt in the exercise of his jurisdiction. 
This decision is quite in accord with what was previously held 
by a Divisional Court in Kniveton v. Northern Employers’ Mutual 
Indemnity Co. (50 W. R. 704; 1902, 1 K. B. 880). 

On the all-important subject of costs, two or three decisions 
have been given which must now be noticed, One of them, 
indeed—namely, Andrew v. Grove (supra), where it was held 
that a successful defendant cannot be ordered to pay the plain- 
tiff’s costs, has already been noticed in this article under the head 
of jurisdiction. The right to costs, where an injunction is 
claimed, and less than £10 has been recovered, was considered 
in Keates v. Woodward (50 W. R. 258; 1902, 1 K. B. 582), 
which was an action originally brought in the Chancery Division 
of the High Court for an injuoction and damages for trespass to 
land, and afterwards transferred to the county court, where a 
judgment was obtained for an injunction and also for nominal 
damages. It was there neld that, as the claim for an injunction 
was the main part of the relief claimed, the action was not one 
founded in tort within sub-section 2 of section 116 of the 
County Courts Act, 1888, and that therefore the plaintiff was 
entitled to costs of the action. Oathe other hand, in Sachs v. 
Henderson (1902, 1 K. B. 612), where a defendant recovered 
£20 in a High Court action brought by him against his land- 
lord for wrongfully removing fixtures from the demised premises 
after the execution of an agreement for a leage, but before the 
lease was granted or the term had commenced, it was held that 
the plaintiff was entitled to costs on the High Court scale, as 
his action was one “ founded in tort,” within the meaning of 
section 116 of the County Courts Act, 1888. Oae more case on 
the subject of costs must conclude this article—namely, Pearce 
v. Bolton (1902, 2 K. B, 111), which, like the two preceding 
cases, also concerns the operation of section 116 of the Oounty 
Courts Act, 1688. It was there held that where, after action of 
contract commenced in the High Court for a debt exceeding 
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£20, the plaintiff receives direct from the defendant, without 
requiring him to pay it into court, a sum reducing the claim 
below £20, and, subsequently, the action is remitted to the 
county court and judgment for the full balance of the claim is 
there obtained by the plaintiff, he (the plaintiff) is entitled to 
his costs as one who has recovered, within the meaning of section 
116, more than £20 in the action, even though it be not actually 
stated in so many words (as it should be, strictly speaking) that 
the balance for which the judgment is given is in addition to the 
sum previously paid to the plaintiff by the defendant and given 
credit for by the former in his particulars of claim in the county 
court. 








A READING OF THE NEW STATUTES. 
THE British Museum Act, 1902 (2 Eb. 7, c. 12), 


THs Act is an outcome of the difficulty which besets the managers of 
a library like that of the British Museum, who have to cope with the 
perpetual avalanche of matter from the Press. The preamble recites 
that it is expedient to provide space elsewhere than at the British 
Museum buildings for the storage of newspapers and other printed 
matter rarely required for public use; and that land has been 
acquired at Hendon on which a building for providing the necessary 
storage space is to be erected; and the Act empowers the trustees of 
the British Museum, with the consent of the Treasury, to remove to 
the Hendon building newspapers and printed matter of the nature 
described in the preamble. But the trustees are to make 
arrangements to the satisfaction of the Treasury for making 
the matter so removed available for use by the public at the present 
British Museum buildings, when required, on due notice being given. 
This latter provision seems to indicate that a good deal of trouble 
will have to be taken in carrying the exiled matter to and fro between 
Hendon and Bloomsbury. We should have thought that the budding 
historian who desired to look up the files of the Little Peddlington 
Gazette might have been expected to take an excursion to Hendon 
instead of having the papers brought up to town for his special 
behoof. But the arrangement is one which the trustees of the British 
Museum have presumably well considered. 


THE Labour BurREAUX (Lonpon) Act, 1902 (2 Ep. 7, c. 13). 


This Act is intended to enable the London Borough Councils to 
take up a useful work which was performed for a time some years 
ago by the vestries. Section 3 defines ‘labour bureau” to mean 
“‘an office or place used for the purpose of supplying information, 
either by the keeping of registers or otherwise, respecting employers 
who desire to engage workpeople and workpeople who seek engage- 
ment or employment.” Section 1 enacts that the council of any 
metropolitan borough may establish and maintain a labour bureau, 
and under section 2 any expenses so incurred by the council are to 
be paid out of the general rate. We understand that the cost of 
these offices under the vestries was not large, while they were the 
means of considerable usefulness, and the Act encourages a form of 
municipal socialism to which objection can hardly be taken. 


MusicaL (SUMMARY PROCEEDINGS) CopyricuT AoT, 1902 
(2 Ep. 7, ©. 15). 


This Act, which came into force on the Ist inst., has already been 
very much in evidence. The ordinary mode of enforcing copyright 
by means of an action in the Chancery Division, with an injunction 
and a reference to assess damages, was too cumbrous to be used for 
putting down the practice, which has recently become very prevalent, 
of the hawking in the streets of pirated copies of copyright music. 
The Act gives two modes of procedure for dealing summarily with 
such cases. Under section 1 a court of summary jurisdiction 
may, on the application of the owner of the copyright in 
any musical work, if on the evidence there is reasonable 
ground for believing that pirated copies are being offered for 
sale, authorize a constable to seize such copies without warrant 
and briog them before the court. The court may then, on proof 
that the copies are pirated, order them to be destroyed or delivered 
up to the owner of the copyright. The alternative procedure 
authorized by section 2 empowers a constable, without warrant, on 
the request in writing of the apparent owner of the copyright in any 
work pirated copies of which are being offered for sale, to seize such 
copies and take them before a court of sum jurisdiction ; and 
the copies, on proof that they are infringements of copyright, are to 
be forfeited or destroyed, or otherwise dealt with as the court may 
think fit. In the numerous seizures which have already been made 
under this latter section the police magistrates have (as we note 
elsewhere) properly required strict evidence of title to the copyright 
in the persons taking proceedings, and with this precaution the Act 
is —* beneficial in its operation. It will in future be possible 
to walk down Ludgate-bill without being exposed at every step to 





the temptation of acquiring for an insignificant sum a copy of “‘ Dolly 
Gray” or ‘‘The Honeysuckle and the Bee,” and thereby infringio 
the rights of the owners of this high-class music. We 

the majority of Schubert’s songs brought the composer about 9d. a 
piece. The Legislature can amend a trifling wrong here and there. 
The real inequalities of art and literature are beyond their control. 








REVIEWS. 
BOOKS RECEIVED. 
‘he English rte. Vol. XXI.: Chancery I., taining x 
*— eee in — Tothill, Dickens’ —5 in —* 


Chancery, 
Vols. I. to IfI.; Nelson; and Equity Cases Abridged, Vol. L 
William Green & Sons, Edinburgh ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

The Law of Evidence. By Sypnry L. Purpson, M.A. (Cantab.), 
Barrister-at-Law. Third Edition. Stevens & Haynes. 

The Student’s Conveyancing: For the Use of Candidates at the 
Final and Honours Examinations of the Incorporated Law Society. 
Seventh Edition. By ALBERT Gipson and WatrerR Gray Hast, 
LL.B., Solicitors. The Law Notes Publishing Offices. 

The South African Law Journal. By W. H. 8. BExt, Solicitor. 
15th August, 1902, Witherby & Co. 

Elements of the Law of Contract. By A. T. CarTER, Barrister-at- 
Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 








CORRESPONDENCE, 
THE LAND TRANSFER ACTS AND CHARITY TRUSTEES, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—I believe that many of your readers will be interested in the 
following curious difficulty which has arisen under the Land Transfer 
Acts, 1875 and 1897, on the purchase by charity trustees of laid 
within the area of compulsory registration. 

The Land Transfer Act, 1897, after amending the Land Transfer 
Act, 1875, provides, by section 20, that a person shall not, under any 
conveyance on sale executed after the specified day, acquire the legal 
estate in any freehold land in an area to which registra- 
tion has been made applicable, unless or until he is registered as 
proprietor of the land. 

By section 5 of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, it is provided that 
three classes of persons, being all persons entitled for their owa 
benefit, may apply for registration, and by section 68 a fourth class 
of persons who can epply for —— is added—namely, trustees 
with a power of sale; but this class can only be registered 
with the consent of the person (if any) whose consent to the exercise 
of such power of sale is necessary. 

By section 29 of the Charitable Trusts Act, 1855, trustees of 
charity lands are debarred from making any sale thereof without 
the approval of the Charity Commissioners. Trustees of a charity 
recently agreed to purchase certain land within the area of compul- 
sory registration. e consent of the Charity Commissioners to the 
purchase was obtained, the purchase-money was paid to the vendor, 
and the conveyance was duly executed and enrolled. When registra- 
tion was applied for, the registrar refused to the trustees as 
proprietors without the consent of the Charity 

ns whose consent was to a sale by the trustees. The 
harity Commissioners, however, held the view that trustees of 
charity lands have no general power of , 
get a power of sale in a particular instance where the sale is 
of by an order of the commissioners, and they, therefore, refuse to 
give any consent to registration. ; —— 

The result is that the legal eatato in the land in question remains in 
the vendor and cannot be got in until new rules, which have now, I 
understand, for many months been in course of 
the registrar and the Charity Commissioners, have been made. 

Sal Gast 
aoq but cann so un can 
their title, B. B. 

London, October, 1902. 
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Mr. Justice Phillimore has fixed the following — a} ~ for the 
ens autumn assizes on the Oxford Circuit: Reading, Wednesday, 
Novem 5; Oxford, Saturday, November 8; Worcester, Tuesday, 
November 11 ; Gloucester, Saturday, November 15 ; Monmouth, Thursday 
November 20 ; Hereford, Monday, November 24; Shrewsbury, Thursday. 
November 27; Stafford, —— December 1; Birmingham, 


exception of Birmingham, where civil business will also be taken. The 
Lord Chief Justice 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 


Re THE WESTON, CLEVEDON, AND PORTISHEAD LIGHT RAILWAY 
CO. AND Re THE LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896, AND Re THE RAIL- 
WAY COMPANIES ACT, 1867. 8th Oct. 


Ranwar Comrany—Jupcment Drest—Recerver AND MaNnaGER—FoRM oF 
Onper—Raitway Companies Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vict. c. 127), 8. 4. 


This was a petition presented by the sheriff of the city and county of 
Bristol, under egection 4 of the Railway Companies Act, 1867. The facts 
were as follows: The Weston, Olevedon, and Portishead Light Railway 
Co. is a railway company duly incorporated and constituted as a company 
for the purpose of constructing, maintaining, and working a railway under 
the Weston, Clevedon, and Portishead Light Railway Act, 1899 (62 & 63 
Vict. c. cccxxi.), having previously been incorporated as a tramway 
company under the Weston-super-Mare, Clevedon, and Portishead Tram- 
ways Act, 1885, amended by the Weston-super-Mare, Clevedon, and Portis- 
head Tramways Act, 1890, and the Weston-super-Mare, Olevedon, and 
Portishead Tramways Act, 1892. The capital of the company is £60,000, 
and the company was empowered by the Weston-super-Mare, 
Clevedon, and Portishead Tramways Act, 1885, to construct the street 
tramway and tramroad in the county of Somerset in the Act more particu- 
larly described within the times therein mentioned and to work the same. 
The respective times within which the company was empowered to carry 
out the works were extended by the Weston-super-Mare, Olevedon, and 
Portishead Tramways Act, 1890, and powers for the construction of other 
tramways and tramroads were by the same Act given to the company. 
The Weston, Clevedon, and Portishead Light Railways Act, 1889, 
empowered the company to construct the light railways in the Act more 
particularly described and to work the same and the existing tramroads of 
the said company as light railways, and constituted the company a railway 
company. The works authorized to be constructed and maintained by the 
several Acts of Parliament of the years 1885, 1890, and 1892 respectively 
have been completed and are now open for traffic, and a portion of the 
railways authorized by the Act of the year 1899 has now been completed 
and is now for traffic. The undertaking and business of the Weston, 
Clevedon, and Portishead Light Railways Uo. are being carried on and 
moneys are receivable and wages and outgoings are payable in respect 
thereof. The petitioner on the 25th of September, 1902, obtained a 
judgment in the King’s Bench Division against the said company for the 
sum cf £687 19s. and £9 10s. for costs in respect of a bond debt which 
became due from the company since the passing of the Railway Companies 
Act, 1867, and such judgment was still in force and unsatisfied. The 
petitioner was desirous that a receiver and manager of the undertaking of 
the Weston, Clevedon, and Portishead Light Railways Oo. should be 
appointed. The petitioner, therefore, prayed that a receiver and manager 
of the undertaking of the Weston, Clevedon, and Portishead Light Railways 
Co. and of the property and works comprised in or connected with such 
undertaking might be appointed, and that out of the moneys which might 
come to the hands of such receiver and property applicable for that 

ee the amount due to the petitioner by virtue of the judgment might 


paid. 

Jzur, J., made an order that the petition stand over fora week. If the 
claim was not satisfied before next Wednesday the order to go appointing 
Mr. Jenkins, chartered accountant, receiver, with liberty to the directors 
to apply to be appointed managers, and for costs as asked.—CovnszL, 
Waggett; Rolt. Souicrrors, Guscotte, Wadham, ¢ Co., for Chilton 4 Sons, 
Bristol ; Meredith § Co., for Osborne, Ward, § Co., Bristol. 


Reported by J. E. Atvovs, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
BRISTOL INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


thirty-second annual general meeting of this society was held on 
rd inst. at the Law Library, Assize Courts, Small-street, Bristol. 
. §. Gociysurrn, president, in the chair. The annual report was 
- Mr. H. G. Bush was elected president, Messra. H. T. M. O. 
Gwynn and W. Roberts were elected vice-presidents; Messrs. I. N.C. 
Pope and Francis Sturge were eleted hon. secs..; Messrs, A. E. Bobbett, 
5. 8. Gouldemith, and H. E. Meade-King were elected ordinary members 
of the council of the society for the year ensuing. 

The following are extracts from the report of the council : 

Legal Education.—The council much regret that owing to no sufficient 
number of students being willing to join, they have not been able to 

n for any further couse of law lectures. An attempt, in conjunction 
with University College, to promote more systematic legal education, is in 
contemplation, and it carried into effect the council would urge upon all 
law studente the eS pe of availing themselves of the opportunity 
which will then be afforded of improved training in the principles of the 
= and — —* solicitors who have articled clerks, not only of bringing 


oi 


matter to notice of the latter, but also of using their influence to 
securing their joining any lectures or clasees that may be established and 
their regular attendance as well. 


Ageney Allowances.—The opinion of the council was sought by the chief 
society respecting agency allowances between solicitors in certain cases, 
other than London agente—namely, (1) In the employment by an English 
solicitor of another English solicitor, not his London agent, in the United 
Kingdom ; (2) in Writien colonies and possessions ; (3) in foreign countries, 





Inquiries were made of a number of Bristol solicitors, and it was found 
thas the general ne in this district was that such a practice existed 
in England, and (with some few —— in Scotland and Ireland ; that 
as regards (2) and (3) there was not sufficient experience on which to express 
an opinion. The council are further of opinion that the practice is 
unobjectionable and they would strongly object to its being disturbed. 

Allowances to Prosecutors and Witnesses in Criminal Cases —This matter was 
considered by the council, at the request of the chief society, in connec- 
tion with a committee of inquiry appointed by the Home Secretary, and 
the following resolutions were passed: (1) That the present scale of 
allowances to prosecutor and witnesses in criminal cases is, in all cases, 
inadequate and in very many cases insufficient to cover actual 
and necessary disbursements; (2) tbat professional witnesses, 
whether giving professional evidence or not, should be paid as such. 
(3) that in those cases, as for instance, a common Jaw forgery, where no 
allowance is at present made, this should be remedied and all cases put on 
the same footing; (4) that the allowance to counsel and solicitors should 
be uniform and reasonable, which, more particularly as regards the 
allowances to solicitors, is not so in all cases at present on some circuits, 
and at some sessions these are reasonable, while at others they are quite 
inadequate; (5) that a prisoner’s witnesses, whether bound over to 
appear or not, should be allowed on the same scale as the witnesses for the 
prosecution. A copy of these resolutions was forwarded to Mr, Ellett, 
solicitor, Cirencester, who was summoned as a witness before the com- 
mittee, but no report has yet been issued. 





LEGAL NEWS. 
CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoLurions. 


Frank Portte Bawrrer, Cxarites Ricnarp Srevens, Francis Hewirr 
Srevens, and Hueu Francis Bawrrez, solicitors (Stevens, Bawtree, & 
Stevens), 73a, Queen Victoria-street, London, Witham, and Gravesend. 
Oct. 1. 

Atrrep Benton Bryrne and Wiiuam Freperick Sanrorp Hopason, 
solicitors (Dangerfield, Blythe, & Hodgson), 26, Oraven-street, Charing 
Orose, Sept. 30. 

Rosert Duptey Baxter, Sipney Grorce Srreat, and ALEXANDER 
Witu1am Jounson, solicitors and Parliamentary agents (Baxter & Co.), 12, 
Victoria-street, Westminster, and (Baxter, Spreat, & Johnson), 32, Old 
Jewry, London. Sept. 30. The undersigned Robert Dudley Baxter and 
Alexander William Johnson will continue to carry on the business at 12, 
Victoria-street, Westminster, under the style or firm of Baxter & Co. The 
undersigned Sidney George Spreat will continue to carry on the business 
at 32, Uld Jewry, London, under the style of 8. G. Spreat. 

Tuomas SrepHenson Simpson and Epwarp Overenp Simpson, solicitors 
(Simpson & Simpson), Leeds. Aug. 31. [ Gazette, Oct. 3, 

Txomas Henry Witterr and Leste Gorpon Sanprorp, solicitors 


(Willett & Sandford), Arundel-street, Strand, London. June 30. 
[ Gazette, Oct. 7. 





INFORMATION REQUIRED. 


Joun Oaxtey Mavnp, deceased.—Solicitors or others having in their 
possession any Deeds or other Documents relating to the property or 
affairs of the above-named deceased are requested to communicate with 
Pakeman & Read, solicitors, 11, Ironmonger-lane, London, E.O. 





GENERAL, 


Lord Alverstone, Mr. Justice Bigham, and Sir John Ardagh, the 
members of the Martial Law Commission, arrived at Durban on Wednesday 
— in last week. It is stated that they are due at Sruthampton on the 
26th inst. 

Mr. Justice Jelf, says the Daily Mail, sitting in chambers, has directed 
that Mr. R. H. Milward should be admitted to bail, himself in £4,000, and 
four sureties in the sum of £1,000 each. Later in the day bail was granted, 
Milward himeelf in £4,000, and four sureties of £1,000 each. 


Mr. William Willis, K.C., the recorder for the borough of Saffron 
Walden, has, says the Daily Mail, had no caees committed to him for trial at 
quarter sessions for the last six years. The court was formally opened 
and closed by the town crier this week with all the customary ceremonial. 


A writer in the Empire Review on ‘‘ The Humours of the Irish Law 
Courts,’”’ says that Lord Norbury was commonly known as “‘ the hangiug 
judge.’’ Curran had a sly hit at this side of the judge’s character one day 
at dinner, when the former was carving a joint of corned beef. ‘‘Is that 
beef hung, Mr, Curran ?’’ queried the Uniet Justice. ‘‘ Not yet, my lord,’’ 
was the reply, “ you have not tried it.’’ 

On a case being called at the Greenwich County Court; says the Daily 
Mail, Judge Addison was informed that one of the counsel engaged did 
not care to come into court, as his clerk had not arrived with his wig and 
gown. Judge Addison: Oh, I am not like that. ‘Lell him to come in at 
once. The learned gentleman then entered the court, and was about to 
explain when his honour remarked: ‘‘ No apology is necessary. You look 
very nice and agreeable as you are.”” On Judge Smyly taking his seat at 
the Shoreditch ty Court, in succession to the late Judge French, all 
the solicitors wore gowns, a practice which was hardly ever observed under 
the previous régime. Judge French used frequently to sit without a wig, 
which, he said, he only wore because of the araught. 
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By the Transvaal Ordinance No. 12, 1902 (dated the 3lst of July. 1902) 
the Supreme Oourt of the Transvaal is, says the South African Law Journal, 
constituted a Court of Appeal from the decisions of the High Court of the 
Orange River Oolony. From the judgment of the Supreme Court in 
appeal on Orange River Colony cases an appeal lies to the Privy Council, 
as in Transvaal cases, except that the amount at issue on which appeals 
lie to the Privy Council is £500, instead of £2,000, as in Transvaal cases. 
‘The reason for this distinction between cases on appeal to the Privy 
Council from the two colonies is not apparent. One cannot understand 
why the appealable amount in Transvaal cases should not also be £500, as 
it 1s in Cape Colony. The Supreme Oourt is given appellate jurisdiction 
from the Orange River Oolony in criminal cases, even where the High 
Court of the Orange River Colony has previously reviewed the judgment of 
any inferior court in the Orange River Colony. The court sitting in 
appeal must consist of not less than three judges. All that can be said for 
the Ordinance is that it is a move in the direction of a Court of Appeal for 
the whole of South Africa. 


_ Writing to the Zimes on Mr. Justice Walton's sentence of six months’ 
imprisonment on Herbert Dickson, who pleaded guilty to manslaughter 
of his wife, whom he believed to have been guilty of adultery, Sir Arthur 
Collins, K O., says: ‘‘ In considering whetber the killing upon provocation 
amounts to murder or manslaughter, the instrument wherewith the homi- 
cide was effected must be taken into consideration, for if it were effected 
with a deadly weapon the provocation must be great indeed to extenuate 
the offence to manslaughter. It may be safely laid down as a general rule 
that no words or gestures, however opprobrious or provoking, will be con- 
sidered in law to be provocation sufficient to reduce homicide to manslaughter 
if the killing be effected by a deadly weapon: Reg. v. Welsh (11 Oox, 336 . 
The subject of sentences on persons convicted of crimes—eepecially agaiu:t 
the person—is of great importance and interest to the community: the law 
reports of the various newspapers are read by millions, and it would bea 
terrible misfortune if the idea got abroad that a man who cut the throat of a 
drunken or adulterous wife in the course of a quarrel even under circum- 
stances of ‘almost extreme provocation,’ has a chance at least of being 
sentenced merely to a few months’ simple imprisonment, and that inflicted 
only in the ‘ interest of public order.’ ’’ 


Mr. T. M. Shallcross, of Liverpool, writes to the Zimes to point out that 
some of the fire insurance companies refuse to pay architect’s fees 
incurred in the reinstatement of fire di , notwithstanding that 
premium has been paid upon architect’s fees, originally incurred, as part 
of the cost of the building insured ; that other fire insurance companics 
only pay such fees in cases where they have been separately mentioned 
and described in the policy; and, again, that other fire insurance 
companies always pay such fees whether or not they are separately 
described in the policy. Those who think they are insured against fire 
would do well, therefore, to inquire from their assurers how the matter 
stands in their own particular cases, as otherwise, should a fire 
occur, they may find themselves uncovered to the amount of several 
hundreds of pounds in respect of their premises. For example—in the 
case of a building costing, say, £10,500, including architect’s fees, and 
totally destroyed, the owner might find himself only able to recover 
£10,000 and have to bear the loss himself of the remaining £500, or, 
in the alternative, have to be satisfied with an inferior class of work in the 
reinstatement of the premises—i.¢., work performed at the will of a builder, 
without the direction and control of an architect ; and there would, of 
course, be a similar result in case of a partial destruction of the premicer, 
pro vrata. This information is the result of inquiries made amongst eighteen 
or twenty of the principal fire insurance companies of the United Kingdom ; 
which inquiries were suggested by the somewhat awkward position ia which 
certain trustees found themselves placed. 


At the Marylebone police-court on the 4th inst., says the Times, Mr. 
Curtis Bennett had an application made to him under section 2 of the 
Musical Oopyright Act, in respect of a number of copies of alleged pirated 
songs, seized in the Kentish Town-road, on Friday night, at the instance 
of Mr. J. Scott Mackenzie, a music publisher’s agent. The man from 
whom they had been taken was not present. Mr. Ourtis Bennett 
observed that the procedure to be adopted in these cases was not set out 
in the Act of Parliament. Before he could decide the matter, however, 
the man from whom the music was taken must be summoned to appear 
before the court, Mr. David Day, music publisher, of the firm of Francis, 
Day, & Hunter, Charing Cross-road, drew the magistrate’s attention to 
the Act, and was about to make some observation when Mr. Curtis 
Bennett pointed out that it had been laid down by Lord Denman 
that in cases where no procedure was given the person complained 
of must be summoned, No one was at present before him, and he 
had no right, therefore, to decide the matter. Mr. Day said that the 
application was — the destruction of the copies of music. The 
previous day a similar application was made at the Olerkenwell _.. 
court, and an order for the destruction of the music was made by the 
magistrate. Mr. Ourtis Kennett said that if the man was present it was all 
right, but if he was not, in his opinion, the order was wrongly made. 
Mr. Day said that he thought according to the new Act it was only 
necessary to bring the copies of music before the court. Mr. Curtis 
Bennett repeated the dictum of Lord Denman, adding that Mr. Day 
thought the Act was the simplest thing in the world; in his opinion, 1¢ 
was liable to amount of discussion. It might raise the whole 
question, “‘ Whatis a copyright?’’ Take, for instance, the many cases 
that have been before the House of Lords, where there had been a slight 
variation in the tune so as to make the music distinct from the copyright ; 
it had been held that that did not constitute an infringement of the * 
right. This Act of Parliament to his mind was a moat difficult one. It 
might lead to any amount of litigation. 





THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


Oct, 14—Wessrs. Desexnam, Tewsox, Fanuen, & Bripeewa' at the Mart, at 2:— 
Hackney : Three ¢ etached of conveniently. ‘Beridential 


blocks 
the tramway route, and about ten minutes’ walk from Hackney Hackney 
me rg aps me Bn yt —— Solicitor, E. P. 8. Alderson, 
’ ( vertisement. Sept 20, p. 4). 
Oct. 15.—Messrs. H. E, Fostsr tn ate 3 Mart, at 2 : Freehold Semi- 
Residence at Forest Gili. 80 Messrs. W. & W. — 
A Corner Freehold Building Site at Tower-hill, with a area of 514 feet. 
Solicitors, Messrs. Rod & Co., Sheffield, —A Property. near 
Hemel Hempstead of about 9} acres. Solicitor, A. Taylor, Esq., London. 
Oct. 16.—Messrs H. E. Foster & Cranvizxp, at the Mart, at 2:— 
REV «RSIONS : 


To a Moiety of £,627 in Metropolitan 3} per Cent. Stock ; lady aged 52. Solicitors, 
Mes:rs. Wm. Gee & Sons, Bishops Stortford. 

To a Trust Fand value £5,625 in Gas and Railway Stock ; lady aged 60. Solicitors, 
Mesers. Gunter & Haynes. London. : 

REVERSLONARY LIFE INTEREST of gentleman aged 28 (provided he survives a 
lacy aged 62) in One-third of a Trust Estate producing £256 per annum, with 
POLIO Bolly Solicitor, C. W. Langford, Beq , London. 

For £6,000, £5,000, £4,000, £3,000, Solicitor, C. F. Crowder, Esq., Birmingham ; 

ie . ” London. 

For £5,000, £2,000, £1,500, £1, £1,150, £1,000, £1,000 £1,000, 2850. Solicitors, 
en tes Sas OSs te ones Messrs. & C. Collins, 
—— John RB. Richards, Esq, Swansea; and Messrs Dixons & Horne, 

SHARES, &. — 


(See advertisements, this week, back page.) 








DEATH. 
M .—On October 1 18 at Strathallan Castle, Perthshire, whilst ona 
Wi —— 


visit, Mabel Thellusson, only 
Mary Morton. 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fuipar, Oct. 3, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lnorep mx Caancery. 


Consarr axp BiackHrt. Workmay’s Civs axp Lysritvure, Lourep—Creditors 
required, on or before Nov 1, to send their names and addre and the particulars of 
to Clark, Worswick chm)rs, Worswick st, Newcastle on Tyat, 
solor for liquidator 


Dominion DavELoruent SyxpicatTe, Liurrsp—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 13, 
to secd their names and addresses to A, C. Gi 11, Queen Victoria st 


East StanLtey Worxmay’s Cuos anv Institurs, TED —Credit»rs are required, on or 
before Nov 1, te send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
, to Cockburn, 7, Collingwood ewcastle on Tyne. Ne 
on Fyne, solor for liq: 


Gosegt Oak CoLiiery Co, Liurtzp—Creditors are required, om ot before Nov 14, to send 
their names and addresses, and the ticulars of their debts or claims, to Faacis 
razebrook, Netherton LIroaworks, . Bennett & Grazebrook, Birmingham, 
—— — sp—Creditors uired, on or before their na mes 
> iT are 
and a3 i; with paricaiare of thals debis'oF claims, to Charies Arthur Nes 8 
Co: Liverpool. Gittins, jun, solor uidator 
— Co-OPERATIVE Pecvesere association, Liurrep —Creditors are required, on 
or before Nov 14, to send their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or 
oan to — Quinn, The Beeches, Sea View ra, Liscard, Chester. Quins, 


Lonpon anp Sours Wares Exqruveeainc anp Sarr Repaiaixe Co (1897), ee 


particulars of their 
di Bute Docs, Cardiff. V 
Oris EvevatTos (0. Loortep 
an 


Yanxer Doopte Davavoruzst Co, Luntep (rx Liquipatiox)—creditors are required, 
t names 
oF caus — Seg Se Julius & 
Thomas, Finsbury circus, for liq 
London Gasetie.—Turspay, Oct, 7. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luurep m Cuancsrr. 
Wai Cement Co, Liurrzp—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 19, to send 
P Ghat names snd ddrencs and ue particulars of Char Sets or clams, to Prack 
8, Cook st, Liv 
xp Trr Co, Luursp—Peta for winding presented Aug 7, directed to 
“feud atthe Shire Hal, Hereford, on Out 1, at 1Ga.m, © Robert ¢- Jutcn Anne den, 
Baldwin Bris’ t to . Negus (agent Bloomsbury sq. Noti 
copening Tams sunt to chovoammal tak Gir 6 o'clock im the afternoon of 
Oct 16 


— Jouxsroꝝx Co, gy = for winding up, tor pete 10, directed to 


E 


fi 


Oct 28, Newton, Birz of appear- 
ing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct x7 


N D Worxixe Mxx's Sociat Crus, Lonrep—Creditors ae re- 
qaneh on ert fore Nov 14, to send their numes and and the particulars of 
toeir debts or claims, to Campbell, £8, West st, Chater & Atxinson, 
Newcastle upon ‘fyne, solors to liquidator * 


Scorr Broruras (Liverroot), Lim:rap—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 14, 
eead their names and addresses, and the 
— Walker, 5, Castle st, Liverpool. 

Uncevar Estarss Co, Lusrrsp—Oreditors are required, oa or before Dec 15, 
nie coma oa8 oh ayes WES ee es an on air 

y ; RAMWaYS urTED—Creditore before 
af = — ~" and the particulars of ee cr claima, 
to Samuel Graham, Wigan. Smith, Wigan, solor to liquidator 
Country Patatovs or Lawcasrsa. 
Laorep im Caancsay. 

Nvuricx & Oo, Luursy—Peta for up, presented Oct 3, directed to be heard at the 
Chancery Office, 9, Cook Li on Oct 21. Thompson, 6, 
solor for petner. "Notice must reach the above-named not 
6 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 


A 


d 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Oct. tt, 1902. 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 


Coox, WittiaM, Bradterd 


Coorzr, VaaiaAu, Aintree, Li 
Cour7, Many Ann, Nether Wi 
Crane, Mary ann, Forest Gate, 


Cor Tromas Beenarp, Baling Oct 3t Cavrons & Co, Conduit st 
Ox, Wit Sov 3 | Bearder, Bradford 


Nov 1 a 
sen Bate, Fostner, antover 
Oct 15 aie & Ce, Ghee eee 


Last Day ov Cram. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept. 30. 


Asrotr, THomas, Weymouth NovS Andrews & Co, Weymouth 
AsvERson-BarDors, EvizaBeTH, Vamoerwel!, School Mistress Dec 1 Bobbett Bros, 


Arr, Joux Wrutiam Carr, Manchester Oct 28 Bates & Jellicorse, Manchester 
Bioomrigvp, Joserx, Ashwon under Lyne Oet 18 Pownall, Ashton under Lyne 
BrewstTes, Jons ANDREW GoLD, Liverpool = 30 Toulmia & Co, Livergool 

Bywater, Ricaarp, Mochdre, Montgomery Uct21 Watkins, Newtoen 

Cuapman, MicHAEL, Bravdesburton, Yorks, Farmer Nov 30 Robinson & ae. Beverley 
Cain, @zorGciana BiizanetTH, Tottenham Oct 30 —— Queen Vicwria st 

Cuixnock, SrTH, calisbury Novl Wilson & Sons, Sal 
Cuvrca, Aveustus GroscR, Horley Oct3i Harries & Nicholas In 

— Purce.t, Hereford Oct 27 Uldman & Uo, Ola Serjeants’ inn, 


Epps, Harny Exits, Meidstone Oct 381 Ellis, ee a 

ouny, Apam CuarKe, Liverpool, Painter Novi Kelly, Liverpool 

Hauuetr, Witiiam, Croydon Novlé — & Hughes, — in, Cannon st 
Haworrn. James, Padiham, Lancs Oct 3i Wi: suraley 

Jacxsox, Mary Axx, Woodplumpton, nr — Oct 27 Clarke & Co, Preston 

Joxes, Bricnarp — Harpmay, Binfield, Berks Nov 17 Lindsay & Co, 


Ironmonger 
Krexmay jean 8 Bossgy, Liverpool Oct 30 Bremner & Co, — 
Keke, Mary, Weetou, Lencs Oct 31 Gaulter, Fleetwo 
t. Wine Merchant Nov 2 “Gudgeons & Co, Stowmarket 





LawyxesteR, Frank, 
Lawroys, Harriet, York Novi Brown & Slmhirst, York 

Lawros, Wittiam, York Novi Brown & Elmhirst, York 

Lex, Euma Jaye Cutitense. Morecambe Nov8 Sean & Christian, Finsbury circus 
Leoyxagp, AvucH, Hanover eq, Civil Engineer Deci Sanderson & So. Queen Victoria st 
— vip Tomas, Narberth, Pembroke, Solicitor Dec 24 T & W D Lewis, 


Liscua, ~ Norwood rd, Herne Hill Nov7 — Lincoln’s inn fields 
Lipscoms, Daxixi, Dorkmg Oct 20 Down & Vo. 

Lomparp, Catueaixe, South Shields Nov 3 — 55 & Newlands, South Shields 
Logis, Ays, Wardsworth Oct 23 Lawden, Bedford row 
Lorgrs, Ex1za, Wandsworth Oct 23 Lawden, Bedford row 
Lor«rx, Mary, Wandsworth, Oct 23 Lawden, Bedford row 
Loskrs, Saran, Wandawurth Oct;23 Lawden, Bedford row 
Lupton Cupist1aNa, ford Nov27 Benjamin, 





Croan. GroscE ——— Bedtord av bag 15 Rye & Eyre, Golden sq 

Crossy, Hays, Henley in ‘ov 10 Paty & —— Tirmstaghast 

Curzon, GrorcE, Woodridings, oot Pil —— & Co, Birmingham 

Davison, BicaaRp, Gt Driffield, York Nov 20 Foster & Co, ‘a Oriffield 

FPavik.i —— — “Sandhurst,” nr Tunbridge Wells Nov 15 Fisher, 
Lancoln’s ian flelos 

Furness, Mary Wooprwis, Willesden Oct 81 Stones & Co, Finsbury circus 

Furnsss, Matraew THomas Buapey, Willesden Oct 31 —— & Co, Finsbury circus 

Forwess, Saran Resecca, Wilgsden Oct 81 Stones & Co, Fiasbary circus 

Hanop, Mary, Brixton Novi0 Boyes & S 


on, Barnet 
Harersoy, Witt1am, Burworth on ‘Lees Fh med Oct1 Wooler & Wooler, D 
Hassarp, MAR(ANNE, —— — Eati’s Court Nov 1 Littledale & 
HAvrox, Jony, Lan I Cumberlani Nov10 Bleaymire & — Penrith 
He.uies, RoperrT Wier, Cheltenham Oct 81 Steel, Cheitenham 


Heywoop, Epwarp, Oidham, Waste Dealer Novl Clark & Co, Oldham 
Hippiestoy, Jauxs, Newcastle upon Tyne Nov 3 Oooper & Goodger, Newcastle upon 


oo Wyke, nr Bradford, Cloth Manufacturer Nov 1 Spencer & Co, 
ey 


Tox, Reszcca. Newcastle upon Tyse Novi Joel & Parsons, 2 upon Tyne 
NicHOLsON, JOHN, eens or Aagihy, Caren Oct 30 arnison & Co, Penrith 
Lawron, Harngret, Old —— Novt Brown & Etmhirst, York 
Lawrox, W1LL1AM, Old Nunthorpe, York Novi Brown & Eimbirst, York 

Lesrsr, JANE, adno Novi Chamberlain & Johnson, Liandudno 

Linpsey, FrepeRick Heney, North Ormesby, Middlesbrough Nov 1 Hardy, Middles- 


brou 
Lorprs. boon, —— St Gallen, Switzerland Dec 6 Harston & Bennett, 
Bishopsgate st 


Mort, Fraxcis ahem Crcuch End Nov 29 Grundy & Co, Queen Victoria et 
Pagiexte Urra, Hyde Park Novi5 Hands, Gresham st 

Parersoy, Euity Susay, Sydenham Gill Nové Minochia & Co, Laurence Zeenat Ss In 
torTER REGINALD WHitTworTH, Aldershot Nov5 Julius & Thomas, Finsbury 

PownaLt, —— ——— Upsiow 8q, South Keosiogtou Novl Rose & Uo, — 


st, Westmins 
| B James ARTHUR, Tun Wells * 12 Reastall, London Wall 
| Remy, Ja TB, eye 4 RR 


Boss, ALICE. Southport Oct 

Ross, Jous. © Oct 27 

Satwey, ALFaEp, Overton, Salop Novl0 Weyman & Weyman, Ludlow, Salop 
Spencer, Joun Skelmersdale, Lanes, —— Novi17 Parr & Vo, Ormskirk 


mor, E.tex, Norwich Oct 3t Stevens & Co, N 


Perey, Maneiet,Dford Uct 22 Avery & Son Finsbury pvmt 
ostmaster Oct 28 Bead & Co, Liverpool 


Puiturs James DuNcax, Garston, Lancs, P 
Bicsarosox, Txomas, Leicester Uct 31 Gordon & Co, 


Bocue, James, Newcastle upon Tyne Nov 1 Dickinson — Newcastle — Tyne 
Mancheste 


Scuaceé, SamuEL, Manchester, Cheese Factor Oct 28 


Tye Jous Marcus Hesuayy, Bradfod, Stuff Merchant Oct 31 Wright & | Co, Bradford 
WappiscTos, Grorck, Northam, Devon Novi2 Bazeley & Vo, Bideford 
Wax ey, Szszy Mexsvry, Kensington, Barrister at Law Nov 1 Potter & Co, King st, 


Woopcock, Tnomas Parry, Bournemouth Oct 29 Lee & Co, Queen Victoria st 


London Gazette,—Frivay, Oct. 


Bauzs, Jou, Grimsby, Greengrocer Oct 3i Wikia & — Gt Grimsby 
Watkins & wo, Athe:ton 
Biscs, Taoxas Wictram, Moseley, Worcester Oct 31 Hadley & Dain, Old Jewry i a Gt Winchester 


Basyes, Mary, Acberton, cs Nov5 


Moers 


Briirxes, Jaxat, 8 Mary Cray, Kent Nov3 Willett & Latter, Bremley 
Marine Engineer 


Buaxenarp, Wittia™ Dovps, Scat borough, 


Burru THoxas Warten, Felsted, Eesex Novi Poole & Robinson, Old Broad st 


Merchant — 8 & K 
, Yorks, Farmer Nov — * oo Bete, 


Carcnzsten, Cnanurs Ackeniey Wixsirrep, Gillingham, Dorset Oct 31 Caprons & Co, } Onaer CE., M 
, 


Bauws, Tox Nartor, Bolton, Bradford, Iron 
Caaruas, MiIcHAEL, Brandesburton. 


Savile pi, Conduit st 
Ceixsicx, E.izasetn, Bristol Nov 15 Cook, Bristol 


Cocxsarss, Joux, Preston, Advertising Agent Nov3 Fushaw & Parker, Preston 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Garetie,—Fuivar, Oct. 3, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Beauas, Srpxzr gs yA a Menageris 


Beuirssc, Taomas WILL —— Barnol⸗ ye Yorks, Draper’s 
Amistens Bradiod Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept au 
Busser, Ferascie Hewey, ya Pork Butcher 
ge Pet sept 2 Ord sept 29 
hant High Court Pet 
— Ora 


Sept 29 
Datros, — Catford Greenwich Pet Sept1 Ord 


a. Gc — Hampstead High Court Pet 
sept Ora 
Heziracz, —_ —2 Dover, Grocer Canterbury 


Pa —— 

Hott, aon, Passer, — Gt Yarmouth, Carter’s 
egens Yermoutn = Ord Sept 29 
Jorca, Jaume turtH, Brixton, Brewer High Vourt Pet 
Le —* Price, Barslem, 8 fs, Labourer Hanley 
ost, BEsey Price a 

Pet Vets Ord Oct 1 3 
McBee Dosaro Torqu ity, Cute, 
va 
—— — Urxox,. 
—— Cake Mercoant 


Marreews, —— —— Electsic Tram Driver Leeds 
ket tet 2s Ord 

Mrav Avr, and vo Joszen_ Bertow, Chesham, 

_ Bautiders Ajleebury Pet ma 29 Ord 

hae Januz Yauvoirr, Redditch, ores, Needle 

bertatmg ham i Ord boy's 

Norns, Journ, Leroy, Floreat Uerby Pet Oct 1 Ord 


Udit 
meg pi New — Labourer G Grimaby 


Stanningley, Yorks, Plumber | 
— Pada Omer” 





WALKER, SAMUEL Jamas, 
Victoria st, West 


Warts, Jaues Buntisa, 


st 





Oct 31 Bedwell, ous 


27 years. Tel 
minster.—[Apvr. 








| Privurs, Wavrer, Cottenham, — Gaatiation, Basket Maker 
3u 


Cambridge Pet Bept 80 Ord 
Prroax, WiLL1AM Isipor, Manchester, ‘failor Mauchester 
2 Pet Sept 3» Ora 2 
opMoBE, Jous, French Lock, nr Welling Sa'op, Grocer 
2 og A Pet Oct 1 ‘Oot Oct 1 me * 
ICHARDS, Henry GEoRGE Tiveston, Cc De 
Pet wept 29 Ord Beps 29 =e a 
Eippetr WILiAM 4 nn amen Newport 
Pet Sept 2v Ord Sept 29 
Gayze, Jonn Reap, Toft 


Saaw, Atyrep, Bruce grove, Tottenham, Ladies’ Tailor 
vourt Pet Octi Ord Oct 1 
Snaw, ~~ dod ER, Varliogton, 
Tees Pet Seps 30 Ord sept 30 
Sresce, — Lamboura, Berks, Farmer Newbury 
Pet 6z7 Ord sept 27 
Stacey, Fraepexicx Tuomas, Fowey, — 2— Licensed 
Vetnailer Traro Pet ooot is Ord sept 30 
Svgerieet, Kopert, ough, Commisson Agent 
Searburougo Pet Sept 30 Uru Sept 30 
Wanziow, Joux, Milturd Haven, Grocer 
* — Pet Bept 30 “Ord Bep. 30 
* AMES Liam, Balham, Carver 
Pet Ocs1 Ora Ucti 


Were, Davin Baspoien, Wootton, Berks, Farmer Oxford 
w re —* Ora Bopt 27 
1LLIAMS, Wisiraep, Leytonstone, Provision Dealer High 
Court Pet Ucti 4 Ora Oct 
Woop, @icuagp Stookey, — Liverpool Liver- 
Ord Sept 29 


pool Pet cept 10 

Wooos, | Atpeer Bpwangp, nae Hants, Market 
G Ports h Pet sept 29 Ord pept 29 

FIRST ones 

Aanor, Gronor, Beeston Hil), Leeds Oct 10 at 3 Off 

paste & Sead ta, Sebeoels, x on Trent, Publican 
TOLIFE ILLIAM RY, ewark on 
Oct 1d at 11 Off Beo, 4, Castle p', Park st, Nottiog- 





minster 
Warts, Henry Wittiam, Highbury Nov8 


ymondham 
Wuis.ey, Amprosz, Kingston Hill, Surrey Nov 1 
} Thames 


Wuirtevey, Tuomas, Normanton Oct 15 Burton, Wakefield 
WiLiiams, "EV AN, Lianduéno Nov L¢ Chsmberlain & Johnson, Llandudno 


StanLey, Hareiet, Worcester Oct 22 Southall & Co, Worcester 

SrockpDALe, ARTHuR, Grimsby. Outfitser > 8. Wilkins & — Gt Grimsby 
Tomas, James, Birkenhead, Draper Oct 15 Lees, Birkenhead 

Tuompsow, W1LLIAM Goole, Yorks Oct :7 Everett & Silvester, Goole 

| Vises, fuma ann Epucnps, Nottingham 


Deci Carter, Nottingham 
Victoria, Australia Nov 1 Light & Galbraith, 


e & Holmen, Gt Wincheste' 


inchester st 
ortolx, Merchant Oct 31 Newton, 


Reynolds & Oo, Kingston on 


Wymondham, 


Nov 30 Sanderson & Co, Queen 








F 
ms: Sanitation, London. 





Waanine to Intenpine Hovse Purcuassrs anD Lzsssss.—Before pur- 
| chasing or renting a house, even for a short occupation, it is advisable to 
& Sheffield, | have the Drains and Sanitary 

rted upon. For terms apply to The Sanitary 


Arrangements independently Tested and 
eering Oo. (H. 
Established 
316 Wesat- 


65, Victoria-street, Westminster. 
Telephone : 


Anrneny, Hexry, Preston, Innkeeper Oct 10 at 3 Off 
sec, Chapei st, Preston 

Baxenpa.e, Tuomas, Bolton, Provision Dealer Oct 10 at 
3 Mxchange st, Hol 


19, ton 

Bexrier, Bowagp, Kirkstali, Leeds, Butcher Oct 13 at 
li Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Bowen, Wiit1am Rosinsox, Manchester, Printer Oct 10 
at 2,30 Bycom st, Manchester 

Brown, —— Kingstaniey, Glos, Iankeeper Oct 11 at 
12 Off Kec, Station 1d, G/oucester 

Brows, —— Comrzap Vni, Seaforth, nr Liverpool, 
Ose Importer Oct 16 at 12.30 Uff ibe, 35, Victoria 


it, Liverpool 
Brows, Shy: yo Carter Oct 13 at 12 24, Railway 


—— Ly , dy —— Sefton Park, Liverpool, Cotton 
Merchant Uct 10 ats ro SSS, Manchester 
Burize, Wittiam Tomas, jun, Wolverhampton, 
Proprietor Oct 13 at 11.80 Off Rec, Woiverbampton 
Cave, Cuantes, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer Oct 10 at 
12. Off Hec, 1, Berridge st, 
Cavin. Joun WiLtiam, —— ur orn n gad Labourer 
Oct 10 4t12 Ulf Rec, Figtree in, Sheffieid 
— 4. pha be rd, Merchant Oct i4at 12 Bank- 
ptcy bidgs, Carey st 
— tdlanny, Headingley, Leeds, Mechanic Oct 10 
acl Off Kec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Ditustons, Frank Witsiam, Canterbury, 
Oct 16 at 1l.a0 Uff Rec, 6s, U ot. — 
Drxe, Bensamin Jou, —— Co) 
acll 176, vor; — ay 
Epaz, —— —— Staffs Uct 13 at 11.30 Off 


Ree, B.affe 

Epwanos, “Jame — Hucknall Torkard, Notts, 
Furniture Desier Oct Is at ad Off Reo, 4, Castie pi, 
Park st, Notts 


Feaoveow, Gronos Sua, Hampstead Oct 13 at 12 
Bankraptey vidgs, Uare 
Fixnenan, Janes, Gateshead, Grocer Oct 10061139 Off 
Bec, 80, dos'ey at, Newcastle on Tyne 
ey | ‘Wacren Bowin, Piddington, Oxford, Farmer 
0 atiz 1, Bt Aldates, Oxford 
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Ganpam, Witt1am Dewton. Kingston upon Hull, Teacher 
Linh hid ne See, House In. Hull 
G@urrHERO Samug., Abervstwith. Licensed Victualler Oct 
ll at 11 Town hall. A 
— Jounx 5* Dover, Grocer Oct 16 at 9,30 
Ree. 68, Castle st, anter terhury 
arr i oa 
estcliff on Bea, Resex Oct 16 at 11 Bank- 


ptev 

Jacoss. Davip Henny, = Glass Manufacturer Oct 
18at12 Bankruptey b 

JounsTone, Jonn Witriam New . Fish —* 
chant 10 at 11 Off Rec, 15, Osborne at, G 


Grimsby 
* Tuomas gee Sawer, Morriston. Swansea Oct 10 at 
Off Rec. St, A'exandra rd. Swansea 
— Rosert, North Weotton, Dorset. Licensed 
Victualler Oct 108t 130 M-rmaid Hotel, Yeovil 
Marpsr, Feeperick Dixox. Walton op the Wolds, 
——— t Oct 10 at 8 Ss ag 


MARTIN, Taxes Oct 
16 at 10,39 5* 4. Patton * 
MArrAEX. ye — Leeds, Electri oy Oct 10 


at 12 Rec. 22, Park row, inate» 

Morcay, F Murray, Wo pton, Engineer Oct 13 
at'2 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

NEwina, wae DEN Epwarp. Milford Haven, Pembroke, 
Grocer_Oct 14at 11 Off Rec 4. Queen st, Carmarthen 

Oatway. WiLtiaM —* Marston Magaa. Somerset, 
Farmer Oct 10 Mermaid Hotel, Yeovil 

— ur & 4 — Produce Brokers Oct 15 


Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Pr — — PErens, ge — Oct 10 at 2.80 


PLAY¥Foor, Gece Gee enn, Exuboane. Kent, Job- 

ro ce a at 230 Mr (C J Parris, 65, High st, 

— * “Abergavenny Ovele Repairer ‘Oct 10 at 
‘35, High st, Merthyr 


on, — Wheelwright Oct10at12 Off Rec, 
117, & Mary’s st, Cardiff 

Bippert, Wiutiam Joun, Ryde, Lot W, sore Oct 18 

¢ 3 Off Rec, 19. Quay st. Newport, I of W 
ena, Carnarvon Lop Oct 14 at 
chmbrs, a Ton 
Tobacconist Oct 14at11 Bank- 

ptev bldgs, “a 


—— ALFRED, Tottenha a, Ladies’ Tailor Oct 13 at 12 
Carev 


Bankruptcy ee st 
a . Feniterer Oct 10 at 12.30 
. Musical Director 


Pootveymmer, 
117, 8t Marv st, Cardiff 

Siccers, Writiam Horatio. Ba 
Oct 16 at 9 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 

Socxrveert. Rosert, Scarborough, mission aout Oct 
10 at 11.30 74, — Soarboro 

Tuomas, F rth rd, 4 56, Gone ant Oct 
18 at U1 30 24, “Railway app, Lond on Bridge 

Taompson, Witiiam, Wall h Oct 10 at 
1216 Off Ren, 30, Mosley st, A y- Tyne 

Watton, Gronce, Darlington.  Blackeenith Oct 10 at 12 
Off Rec. 8 Albert rd, Middlesbroug’ h 

Wagar, Joun. Bury 8+ Edmunds, Clothier Oct 10 at 2 
Off 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Witttams, Winirreo, Leytonstone. J yaaa Dealer Oct 
14 at i2 Bankraptey bldgs, Carey st 


NEW FIRST MEETING, 


Pitino, Joun Bozert, Arundel st, Strand Oct 18 at 12 
Bonkruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS., 


Buisset, Waursr, and Henry —_r Sheffield 
Faraishers Sheffield Pet Aug 28 Ord Sept 29 

Branam, SypNEy, ‘ety 1, Menagerie Proprietor 
Dartam Pet Sent 30 Ord Seot 30 

Bune, THomas Wuens, ann te Ochoaeto Draper's 
Assistant Bradford Pet 


Sept 30 
Bussey, Francis — —— Pork Butcher Ports- 
mouth Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 
> —— Canonbury High Court Pet Aug 
pt 30 
— Watrer Epwin, a, Oxford, Farmer 
Aylesbury Pet Sept 23 
GuitHeRo, SamugL, Aberyst —* —— Victaaller 
A Pet Sept 23 Ord Bept 29 
URENCE Preston, Old Broad st High Court 
Ord Sept 30 


Pet Jnne 1 
Hot, Ape. Francis, Gorleston, Gt Yarmouth, “arter's 
Agent Gt Yarmouth Pet Sent 29 Ord Seot 29 
— Aaanx Ricaanob. Bury 8t Edmunds, Builder 
St Edmunds Pet Sept 13 Ord Sept 29 
Lintorr, OHARLES, —— Norwood, Butcher Croyden 
Pet 19 Ord wept 24 








Mc — Donap Torqui. Comte, Northe aaa 
4gent Northampton Pet Seot 29 Ord 

Manrer, Freperick Dixox, Walton on Wolds, 
Leicester, Cake Merchant Leicester Pet Bept 99 Ora 


— Roms, Leots, Electric Tram Driver Leeds 
* S um Warm — Busto, Cheshe 
us uilders es! **8 
Morraun, Japuz —J Redditeh Me a = 
Birmingham bet Aept 29” 0. Ord Sept 29 
Normax, , Tae Derby, Florist Derby Pet Octi Ord 


Se S&S oe *s, Labourer Gt 

an Boa, Yorke, Plumber 

Pet Oct 1 Ord Oct 1 

Paiutips, Saree, Cottenham — Basket Maker 
Cambridge Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 

— —— Tsxpon, Ms Manchester, Tailor Manchester 

Puarvoor, Wittiam Coppi, ay rm. — 
master Wells’ Pet Sept ié Ord 


rd Sept ao 


— 


— 





BAYLISS’ 


* FENCING. 








BAYLISS 
JONES 
& 


VICTORIA WORKS, WOLVERHAw iPTON 




















te = 


Low Prices. 





39 14 WNON STR 

















Powerit. Aaves &, 
Pet 29 Ord Sent 

Ricnarps, Henry GronrcE — — Hay Dealer Derby 
Pet 2 oO 


rd Beot 29 
Ruopert, “ituiam Joux. ie. 2 of W, Jeweller New- 
port Pat Sept 29 
ey Jonny, Conta Croydon Pet Sept 22 
hs) 
Savze, Joun J". Toft Monks. Norfolk, Farmer 
Gt Yarmouth Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 


29 
Suaw, ALFaep. — Ladies’ Tailor High Court 
Pet Oct 1 Ord Oct 


Surrveet, 
Scarborough Pet Sent 39 Ord Sept 80 
Tuomas, Freperick, Wandsworth rd, 
Wandsworth Pet A 


Wariow, Joux, 
Pembroke D: 


Wits Wisirn Leytonstone, Provision Dealer High 
Court’ Pet ott Ord Oct t 

Wooos, Atzeret Bpwarp, a bey Morte 
Gardener Portemouth Pet Sept £4 Sept 29 


London Gasette.—Tusrspay, Oct, 7. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Batpwix, Wvynpgam Srvarrt Cosmo, Newport, Mon, 
= Painter m Quantts Goace, Pet Oct 2 —— 
ARTLETT, CHARLES Bridgwater, Pain’ Brid 
water’ Pet Oct 8 Ord Ont 8 - 
Baxter, Jonw, sen, and Jouw Baxrer, jun, Abbey Town, 
Cumberland, Farmers Carliele Pet Oct3 Ord Oct & 
CaLpWBLL, vom, Bolton, Soal Dust Bolton 
c a 8 — — Derby, J wile Derb 
ouBT, roy IDNBY, - le 
Pet Oct 1 Ord Oct 2 ’ J 


Derg, 6 5 Been, Haahe Bolton Pet Sept 15 Ord 


Douyspon, Barret Farpericx, Richmond, Carman Brent- 
— 1 ——— _ rd, Publican High 
WARDS, RULES JaMEs a 
@ t Bove, Hictinond ra. Bre’ Court, Family Butchers 
1BBS8 NS, «rl’s a 
igh Court Pet Sept 18 Ord Oct 8 
Leeds, Baker Leeds Pet Sept 11 


Oe em High Court Pet Sept 17 
GuLLIro! Bowanv, Cardiff, Newsagent Cardiff Pet 
Ot? Ord dct?” : 


Giteert, Frepeaicn, 





Haxan. Jouy, 
| See en ae ee Cardiff Pet Oct 1 





Ord Oct 4 
Lawrence, Jam Fulham, Cavinet Maker High Court 
Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 
Lewis, "avin, 
Ord Oct 4 


Jorpan, Wituram Jones, tye Heath, Worcester, Plumber 
Kirmingham Pt 


Haulier Aberdare Pet Oct 4 
lave. Wictiam Cuanres, and Faeorrick Grorcr Love, 
Liapsetherme, Von, Wheelwnght: Tredegar 


Pet 
Oct 3 Ord Oct 3 
Loyeprm. Freprricx, Sheffield, Painter BSheflield Pct 
Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 


Mawostey, Joay, Barrow ia Furness, Labourer Barro ¥# 
ia Furness Pet Oct3 Ord Oct3 

Mixstow, ALFRED, Shrewsbary, Baker Shrewsbury Pst 
Oct 1 Ord Oct ' 


Nicuo.is, Frorencr — pe Mon, Groxr 
Newoort, Mon Pet On3 Ord Oct 
Nortuam Peacy —— Wootton — Badge, Aasiet- 
ant Schoounaster Gloucester Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 8 
Pann, Jorn — Coal Merchant Rochdale Pet 


Ord Oct 
Pavey, ey Aes = Stamshall, Portsmouth, Carpea- 
ter Poramouth PetOct2? Ord Oct 2 
Puiiuirson, Hargison, Saltaire, Yorks, Grocer Bradford 
Pet Oct 8 Ord Oct 8 
Sarcgant, Wituam. Bredbury, Cheshire, Ballastman 
Stnckoort 


Pet Ort 1 Ord Oct 1 
Saunpgrs, Jossru, 
Sept 30 Ord 


SireeTsoans, Maxwett Grorce Heway. Gray's inn rd, 
Grocer Gigh vourt PetO*t%é Ord Oct 6 

Taycor, Vnaaau ——— Wa'ton, Lancs, Bread Dea er 
Laverpoo! Pet Oct 3 Ond Oct 8 

Tuompson, Jonw Wittiam Wallseed, Northa 
Fitter Newcastle on Tyne Pet Oct? Ord Oct 2 

Txoxrsox, Bonsat Cooren, Wa'leead, Northamberlard. 
Pattern Maker NewoastleonTyse Pet Oct? Oni 


Oct ⁊ 

Tay, AE, Wein, Builder High Court Pet Sept 

Vannen, Evoar Jony Vicror, Bast Finchley, Artist Barnet 
Pet Oct 2 Oct 2 

Warsox, J Yeuiowy. —— Stockjobber High 
Court Pet 


Sert 3 
Witxissox, “ruuiam, ‘Wien, Yorks, “oal Dealer 
Kingston upoa Hall Pet Oct? Ord Oct 2 


REOCBIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 


Mo 3uane, Jonx Grocer Liverpool Reo Ord 
Oct #7, 1900" Rese Oct &, 1902 
FIRST MESTINGS. 


—— Ose lb at ll” Of Hanh Joba sy Sundemand 
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Bruise, Tomas Witi1AM, Barnoldswick, Yorks, Draper’s | 
— Oct 14 at 11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Brad- 


Bussey. Francis Hewry, sae Pork Butcher Oct 14 | 
at4 Off Kec, c. Portamouth , 

— Jonx. Bolton, Coal | Dust Manufac! urer {Oct | 

at3 19. SL ag st Bolto: 

Daviess A 1 E, Bolton, Plumber Oc: 15 at 3 19, Exchange | 


Bowuroe, Taos, pg her — Agent Oxt14at12 Off | 

ary 

Hanzzis, kevsen, Birmingham 
175, Corporation st. 

Hoi worts, Sauvzt, Cleckheaton Oct 15 at 2.80 Off 
Rec. Byrom st, 

Hume, a, — Milliner Oct 17 at 12 Bank- 
roptcy bidgs, Carey 

Jackson Tuomas Hupsow, Poplar, Buildar Oct 17 at 230 
Bapkruptey 8, Carey st 

Joxxs, Jonx WILLIAM, Whittington, Salop, Farmer Oct | 
16at445 Quen’s Hotei, Uswestry 

— Davin, Porth, Glam, Fish Dealer Oct 14 at 12 

35, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

wart — Kicgs'and, De~ler ia Fancy Goods Oct 16 
at230 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey et 

Muxstow, ALFRED, —— Baker atd Confectiorer 
Oct 18 at 11.30 Off Rec, 42, St John’s hill, Shrewsbury 

Nemerovsky, Josaru Marks, Birmingham Oct 17 at 11 
174, Corporation st. Birmingham 

— ewny, Stanniogley, Yorke, Plumber Oct 
7 at Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Seine Watrer, Cottenhsm, Cambridge, Basket Maker 
Oct 16 at 1080 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 

Purturrsox, Harrison, Saltaire, Yorks, Grocer Oct 17 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 31, Manor * Bradford 

Popmore, Jonx, Trench Lock, nr W 

* Mov § at 1.80 County Court Office, as 

— osEPH, Northampton, ounder at 3 80 
ec, Bridge st, Northampton 

— — Bredbary, Cheshire, Ballastman Oct 

15 at 945 Off Rec, County chmbrs, Market pl, 


Savuxpess, Joszru, Whitatable, Grocer Oct 16 at 12 Off 
68, Castle st, Cantersury 

SirverTHoRNE, Maxweit Grorcze Hewyry, Gray's > rd, 
Grocer Oct 14 at 2 30 —— bidgs Carey 

Tuompsox, Joux — Wallsend, Fitter Oct 14 at rt 30 
Uff Bec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Tuomrsoy, Rosgrat Coor eR, Wallsend, Pattern Maker 
Oct 14 at 1130 Off Rec, 30, Mosley’ st, Newcastle on 


Tyne 
Tracey, a5 4H, Sy neg Builder Oct 20 at 12 Bank- 
at 

Warsos, J ponte Sopa bldgr, 8t.ckjobber Oct 15 
atll Bankruptcy b Carey at 

Ween, Clement, cham, Auctioner Oct 16 at il 
474, Corporation st, Birmingbsm 

Woops. assert Epwaxp, Wickam, Hants, Market 
Gasdener ct 14 at3 Off Bec, Cambridge junc, 


—* er Oct 15 at il 


_. Grocer 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Axsszotr, Wiiuiam, Bideford, — Cabinet Maker 
Barnstapie Pet Feb 25 Ord O 


Newport, Mon, 
Psinver Newport,Mon Pet Octz Ord Oct 2 

Bartiett, Cuagies Gzonrce, Bridgwater, Painter Bridg- 
water Pet Oct3 Ora Oct 8 

Baxter Jons, sen. and Jous Baxter, jun, Abbey Town, 
Cum beri Farmers Carlisle PetOct3 Ord Oct 3 

Cugistizx, Epwakp ARTHUR, Withington, nr Manctester, 
Stock Manchester Pet aug2 Ord Sept 29 

Crank, Jam Cark in Cartmel, Farmer Barrow ia 

Furness Pet 2 Ord Oct 2 

CurrtTos, — ames, Oxford, Clerk Oxford Pet 


a 
Couzx, Apranax, Commercial rd, Merchant Bigh Court 
Pt Sot6 Ord Uct 2 
Desspox, Exxest Feepenicn, Richmond, Carman Brent- 
fora 


Pet Uct 1 Ord Ucti 

Fixureas, Janes, Bensham, Gateshead, Grocer New- 
castle on Tyne Pet Sept 25 Ord Oct 3 

—— Feepenicc, Leecs, taker Leeds Pet Sept 11 


Baste, ous, Opmore, Glam, Builder Cardiff Pet Oct1 


Hazzis, Eevees, bw ew rey Brassfounder Birmicg- 
ham Petsept 28 Ord Oct 3 
Hcxsg, Heyer, : loudesley 29, Milliner High Court Pet 

cept 27 Oct 


Broz, James Wirnixctox, Manchester, Company Pro- | 
a. Manchester P+ July 24 Ord Oct 2 
Ironmonger 


EB, Senghen; Pontypridd | 
PtMayl4 Orc Juve 7 


Jovcs, James Surru, ae, Brewer High Court Pet | 
aug 27 Ora Uct 

Esowxts, Sanne. i — Printer’s Engiceer Man- 
chester Pet Sept 19 Ord ‘Bept 2 

Lewis, Ae Aberdare, Hauikr Aberdare Pet Oct 4 
Ord Oct 4 


Larrstr, Jons Vovc.ss, Bedminster, Bristol, Butcher | 
Beistol Pet Sept.9 Ora Oct 2 

Lose, Wits Cuarizs, and Ferorsicx Gronor Loxc, 

e, Mon, Wheelwrighte Tredegar Pet | 

Uas Ora Octs 

Loxecpims, Feepesicx, Sheffield, Painter Sheffeld Pet | 
Vaz O16 0G | 

Mawvs.er, Joux, Banowin Furness, Labourer Bartow | 
wm FPasness Pet Oct2 Ord Uct 8 

Mussiom, 22 ——— baker Shrewsbary Pet 
Odi Ora Oc 

Nexwezovext, —* 5 Boom, Birmingham Birmingham 
PaS-eptes ua 


Bapwrs, J—— Srvart — 





Bournau, Puecr —— Wotton under Edge, Gios. 
— Schootmaster Gloucester Pet Uct fs odd 
ID 

Orvez, Taouss Wiir1am, = — Bush, Grocer High 


Coust Pet Se 9 Ord Oct4 
Pasxrr, Joux, Becndsle, Coal Merchant Rochdale} let ' 
Uae Ora044 


Pavey, Gzonce Epwarp, Portsmouth, Carpenter Porte- 
mouth Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 

Pariirpson, Hargison, Saltaire, Yorks, Grocer Bradford 
Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 3 

Prrcax. Wix11am Ts1p0r, Manchester, Tailor Manchester 
Pet Sept 39 Ora Sept 30 

| Popmore, Jous, Trepeh Lock, nr Weioaten, Balop, 
Grocer Madeley Pet Oct1 Ord Oct 4 

| Rotrs. Mary, Euisz Deyuam Rotre, and Roperr ALEx- 
anpER Rotre. Romeey, Grocers Southampton Pet 
Aug 26 Ord 0:4 

Sarnceant, Wittiam, Bredbury, Cheshire, Ballastman 
Stockport Pet Oct1 Ord Oct 1 

Sueantnc, Atrrep, Billesdon, Licensed 
Victualler Leicester Pet Oct3 Or 

Taytor, Mary. Peterborough, Licensed Victualler Peter- 
boron; Pet Sent 12 Ord Ost 1 


| Toompsos, Jonw Wiitiam. Walleend, Fitter Newcastle on 


Tyne Pe: Oct2 Ord Oct2 

Tuompsox, Roserr Cooprr Wallsend, Pattern Mater 
Neweastle on Tyne Pet Oct2 Ord Oct 

Tuompson, Witt1am, Wallsend, “oal Merchant Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet Sept2’ Ord Sept 29 

Witxrsox, Wittram Withernsea, Yorks, Ocal Dz aler 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Oct 2 Ord Oc* 2 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 


Taytor, Henry, Devizes. Builder Bath Adjud June 20, 
1900 Anoul Sept 25, 1902 

MoSnaye, Jouy, Liverpool, Grocer Liverpool Adjud 

Oct 29,1900 Annul O:t 8, 1902 








Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Soricirors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher. at 27, Choncery-lane, 





NUARDIAN SSSR ANOS COMPANY 


Head Office—11, a od London, E.C. 

Law Courts Branch—21, Fleet-street, E.C. 
Established 1821. Subscribed Capital, £2,000,000. 
Cuainmas—Hon. Evetyy Husparp, 
Deruty-CuarnmaN—Roperick Pryor, Esq. 
Vice-CuarnmMan—Epwarp Normay, Esq. 

Fire Policies which expire at MICHAELMAS should be 
renewed at the Offices of the Company, or with the Agents, 
on or before the 14th day of O STOBER 

Manager of Fire Department—A. J. Retton. 





ATENTS.—Mr. F. W. GOLBY, A. I. M. B., 

M.8.A., Patent Agent (late of H.M. Patent Offices 

36, Chancery-lane, Jane, London, W.C. Letters Patent ob- 

tained and Registration | ~ ge in all —_, of the 
World. Opp 
as to novelty. 


ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION 
(in connection with —— and ’Buses from all 
— 








Oven at 9am. 
CoBOnATIOg CELEBRITIES 
CORONATION CRLEBRITIES ! 
PORTRAIT MODELS of 
HIS MAJESTY KING EDWARD VIL., 
HER MAJESTY QU&EN ALEX ANDRA, 
ard other MEMBERS of tne — FAMILY, &e., &. 
CORONATION CELEsRITIE 
CORONATION *CLEBRITIES! 





H.1 M. the mS of PERSIA. 
Viscount KITCH NE 8. Lord MILNER, General FRENCH, 
Generals DE WET, DE LA REY, and ene &c,, &e, 
Ex-Presidents STEYN and KRUGER. 
Hall of Tablesux. containing 
Historical, Naval. Military, and other Reores:ntations. 
Delightful Music all Day. Orchestral Performances, 
Madame Tuveaud’s Roumavien Band. 
Afternoon Teas in New Kestaurant. 
Up-to-Date Additions. bey Attsactions. 
Admission, 1r.; Children under Extra Rooms, 64. 


2, 64 
MADAME TOSSAUDS. ‘EXAIBITION. 








S. FISHER, 188, Strand. 


Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOME. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c. to 
as HOGG, M.B.C.8., &., 
Medical Superintendent. 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 
og — ar aes M.A. 
a kA Excellent 
of iach ence. e 
aay riety — For terms and particulars 
eee Mine RILEY. or the Principal. 


THE INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879-99. 


BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT, 
BUNTINGFORD, HERTS. 
UNDER ENTIRELY NEW MANAGEMENT. 

For the Treatment of Gentlemen suffering from Inebriety 
and Abuse of Drugs. In a most salubrious, picturesque, 
avd secluded part of the —— hours from Liverpool- 
straet, over 400 feet above sea- ——6 acres of CE amon 











‘arm, ing, Cricket, Tennis, Billiards, 
Dark Room for Photography, &c. Patients may enter 
under the Acts or privately. — 14 to 3 Guineas. 
y 
Resipent Mepicat SupeRintenDENT or SECRETARY. 
OOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S GARDENS, 
Regent’s Park, are OPEN DAILY (except Sundays), 
— 9 a.m. until sunset, Ad m 1s. Mondays, 


Children always 6d. The new Age House contains Chim- 
panzees, Orange, and Gibbons 


The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 











BY 





Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 
SHare Cegtivicates, Depentures, &c., ved and 
printed. Orriciat Sza.s designed and execu’ 
Solicitors’ Account Books, 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
jeante’ Inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 





NOW READY, SECOND EDITION. PRICE &s. 
A Practieal Handbook to the Companies Acts, 


By Fraxcis J. Green, of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 





BRAND & CO.'S 
SPECIALTIES 
For INVALIDS. 
Prepared from finest ENGLISH MEATS 
ESSENCE OF BEEF, 
BEEF TEA, 
MEAT JUICE, &e., 


Of all Chemists and Grocers. 


BRAND & 00., LTD. MAYFAIR 
WORKS. * VAUXHALL. LONDO’ 


, & MAYFAIR 
DOW. 8.W. 








THE MOST NUTRITIOUS. 


Err S'S 


GRATEFUL—COMFORTING. 


COCOA 


BREAKFAST—SUPPER. 











